Principle 2 of the International Code of Nomenclature of Prokaryotes (Parker et al., 2015) states that:
'The nomenclature of prokaryotes is not independent of botanical and zoological nomenclature. When naming new taxa in the rank of genus or higher, due consideration is to be given to avoiding names which are regulated by the International Code of Zoological Nomenclature and the International Code of Nomenclature for algae, fungi, and plants. ' A note to the principle states:
'Note. This principle takes effect with publication of acceptance of this change by the ICSP (from November 2000) and is not retroactive.'
Previous revisions of the Code, for example the 1975 and 1990 revisions (Lapage et al., 1975 (Lapage et al., , 1992 , pointed to Rule 51b (4) dealing with later homonyms that were limited to the names of taxa of prokaryotes, fungi, algae, protozoa or viruses. However, Rule 51a (4) retains this limitation and does not reflect the new wording of Principle 2. Given the way the names of viruses are formed, there would appear to be little possibility of homonyms of names of viruses being created under the International Code of Nomenclature of Prokaryotes.
It is therefore proposed that the wording of Rule 51b (4) be changed to reflect the changes to the wording of Principle 2, taking into consideration that these changes are not retroactive:
Among the reasons for which a name may be illegitimate are the following. (2) and Rule 30 (3a) and (3b) already use this construction without any detrimental effect on nomenclature, and it may also be appropriate if the note to Principle 2 were to be changed accordingly.
